 MICHIG AN

Michigan Environmental Council and the Michigan Land Use Leadership Council

MEC has been working for 25 years to help leaders revise and update our state’s planning laws
to help our communities better address growth pressure and environmental needs. Long before
the Leadership Council was created we worked with our 70 member groups and other land use,
local government and advocacy organizations across the state to develop recommendations that
will help bring more consistency and predictability to the process of land use decision-making.

State-level leadership, more coordinated planning on a regional level, and more tools for
local governments: These were priorities for MEC in our work on the Michigan Land Use
Leadership Council (MLULC), and we continue to support most of the group’s stated goals.
Ten MLULC initiatives to support in the 2005-2006 Legislative Session:

1. Commerce centers (as proposed in MLULC). We support the state recognizing certain
communities as “commerce centers” and targeting its resources to support redevelopment

- and growth within these existing commerce centers. The MLULC says commerce centers

should be defined based on their (1) relative population density, and (2) the availability of
existing public infrastructure required to support development. However, the current
proposed definition (Rep. Allen) does not use these definitions. Chapter 4, #5.

2. Land Division Act reform. MEC supports the MLULC’s recommendation of a
“comprehensive review of the Land Division Act” that will eliminate 10-year splits and
reduce non-platted splits in order to encourage more compact development. We support
Sen. Birkholz’s continued efforts in this regard, and the sunset in SB 219. Chapter 5, #16

3. Agricultural Production Areas. MEC supports the Council’s recommendations to
create “Agricultural Production Areas” and are strongly in support of initiatives that
support value-added agriculture, reduce pressure on farmland, and protect critical areas
such as the fruit belt and cherry ridge. However, current legislation introduced to create
Agricultural Production Districts (HB 4257 of 2005, formerly HB 5030 of 2004) is too
costly and does not provide for permanent preservation, meaningful recapture fees, or
tools beyond those already available in the popular PA 116 programs. Legislative
services have estimated that the proposat would reduce State General Fund revenue by
between $31.9 million and $95.1 million, depending on how widely the program is used.
For the high price, much more could be done to support existing PA 116 or fund current
PDR programs, demand for which far outstrips existing funding. Chapter 5, #3, 4 and 5.

4. Redevelopment readiness standards. MEC agrees the state should define, in
consultation with the private sector and local communities, a set of redevelopment
readiness standards by which local governments may measure and promote their ability

Michigan Environmental Council, A Coalition of Organizations Protecting Michigan’s People and the Environment
19 Pere Marquette Dr. @ Suite 2A ¢ Lansing, Mi 48912 « (517) 487-9539 « Fax (517) 487-9541 ¢ mec@voyager.net
http/fiwww.mecprotects.org
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to compete for private redevelopment investment and state technical and financial
assistance. Chapter 4, #2b.

Flexible road design standards and a Fix It First approach to transportation
funding. MEC supports the MLULC’s recommendation that the state should support
modern, cost-efficient, multimodal transportation systems to assure that our urban areas
are accessible, attractive and efficient for people of all ages, incomes, and physical
abilities. The state should authorize and strongly encourage the Michigan Department of
Transportation (MDOT), county road commissions, and local communities to use
alternative road design standards where safe and appropriate. Chapter 4, #6; Chapter 6,
#9a-b. '

Local land use education and training. MEC supports more training, education, and
knowledge for local planning and zoning officials and to local elected officials, and
believes that state incentives should be used to encourage this activity. MLULC says that

by 2010, more than 60 percent of all appointed planning and zoning officials and local

- elected officials in a single jurisdiction should be encouraged to participate in basic land

use planning program. Chapter 6, #1a

New tools for local governments. The MLULC recommended a negotiated balance of
preservation and density-enhancement programs that should handled as a package. Tools
to foster more compact development include density-based and mixed use zoning. If
coupled with urban service boundaries and requirements for adequate infrastructure (i.e.,
concurrency), these tools will help communities reduce overall land consumption by
focusing on regional needs rather than minimum lot sizes. Chapter 6, #25.

School siting requirements. MEC supports legislation that requires school districts to
comply with master plans and infrastructure capital construction plans adopted by local
government; and therefore support Sen. Garcia’s SB 100 for public schools to adhere to

- local zoning ordinances. Chapter 4, #1c.

10.

Incentives for regional cooperation. Joint planning has been enabled, but the MLULC
also recommends the state create incentives for regional cooperation using state and
federal funding for certain activities such as infrastructure with multijurisdictional
impacts, for regional plans, and for other initiatives to deal with issues of greater than
local concern. Chapter 6, #21a.

Protection of coastal and headwater areas. The MLULC recommends financial
assistance to local units of government or nonprofit conservation organizations for the
acquisition of land or rights in land that preserve critical headwaters areas; and also
should assure that headwaters on public lands are managed to protect water quality.
Additionally, “the state should establish statewide policies that prioritize shoreline
protection . These policies should be implemented through the appropriate
multijurisdictional or local planning commissions.” Chapter 5, #15 and #12.




Defining Bottom Lines:
What’s needed to protect
public health in Michigan?

James Clift
Michigan Environmental Council
March 17, 2005

Mother’s milk --

Babies' nourishment should be free of
contaminants

= In 6 months of breast-feeding, about 20%
of the pollutants in the mothers' body fat
transfer to their babies.

m Through breast-feeding, typical U.S. babies
ingest the maximum recommended lifetime
dose of dioxin, and 5 times the allowable
daily adult intake of PCBs

m One of every 10 women in the U.S. has

mercury levels high enough to impact a
developing fetus.

Mother’s Milk

= For optimum nutrition, protection against
infections, and better overall development,
pediatricians agree that the best food for
babies is breast milk. »

= Therefore, your only choice is to institute

policies that reduce the contaminant levels
in mother’s milk.




Public Health Trends

m Brain cancers and other tumors in
kids’ nervous systems rose by more
than 25% between 1973 and 1996.

m The number of U.S. kids in special

education increased 191% between
1977 and 1994.

Pathways of Exposure

wUnhealthy air
mlmpaired waters

mDirect contact with contaminated property

Unhealthy Air

m Power plant pollution shortens the lives of 24,000
people annually (an estimated 980 in Michigan).
Lives are shortened by an average of 14 years.

m  Childhood asthma in the U.S. has doubled in the
last 20 years.

= An estimated 213,600 kids and 654,000 adults in
Michigan have asthma — 160 deaths a year
directly related to asthma

Michigan’s Water - Areas of Concern




Cleaning up our Toxic Legacy

» Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
9,000 known releases — about 3,000 being
addressed today

® In order to protect drinking water in
Michigan, it will cost an estimated $1.7
billion dollars to address orphan sites

Cleaning up our Toxic Legacy
Over 8,000 other contaminated sites —
thousands in need of work

No money for cleaning up any new sites of
contamination

Not enough money to address the current
sites

Not enough money to support MDEQ staff
by the end of FY 2006

What you can do

More attention to pollution prevention

New funding sources needed to clean up
contaminated sites

Clean up our aging coal-fired power plants

Better monitor water quality
Adopt Smart Growth policies




Impacts of our Land Use decisions

»  Environmental:

a  Air and water pollution
& Highest % of water pollution in MI is “non-point source™
(e.g. stormwater runoff)

11 4 d.

pollution (e.g. auto-dep

LR d air
commutes)
n Neglected urban contamination
» Over 8,000 contaminated sites in MI, approximately 3,000 in
Detroit alone
= State spending does not focus on aging infrastructure (e.g.
sewers, roads)

Impacts of our Land Use decisions

m Economic:

®  Redundant infrastructure spending
= Closed 278 schools since 1996 while building 500 new ones
= According to MDOT 20% of Michigan roads have a life
expectancy of 0 years; 57% have a life expectancy of 0-7
years -
u  Transportation costs
= 100 billion miles driven each year in MI
w Up 25% in ten years, four times faster than state population

Impacts of our Land Use decisions

w Social:
m Concentrated poverty, pollution
= Loss of farmland, rural economy
= 300,000 acres lost since 1993
= 1.5 million more projected by 2040
m  Scgregation
» According to the 2000 Census, Michigan is the most
segregated state in the nation
= Congestion

w Michigan drivers and p gers spent the equivalent of 8
days per year in their car

» MEC’s President Lana Pollack was a
m Partnered with Realtors and Roadbuilders

m Worked with Chamber of Commerce, Farm

MEC’s Role in the MLULC

member of the Council
on Research and Advocacy

Bureau, NAACP and Realtors on Land Use
Outreach




MEC’s Smart Growth Agenda Fix-it-First for infrastructure

Core land use polices - MLULC Recommendations:
Derived from member groups, land-use organizations » “State and federal infrastructure funding

and the public e e
should be prioritized to support existing

»  Fix-it-First poli
e peey developed areas” (Chapter 7, #1)

State-level goals and Priority Funding approach

= Coordinated regional planning » “Local jurisdictions should develop, adopt,
= Urban redevelopment ' and regularly update local capital
= Transportation and transit choices improvement plans” (Chapter 7, #3¢)

Farmiand Protection and value-added agricultural

State-level goals and priority funding Urban redevelopment
MLULC Recommendations: MLULC Rmm‘mmda_ﬁon?: . .
. »  “Adopting legislation that requires school districts to
u “The state should establish broad-based, comply with master plans and infrastructure capital
visionary land use goals for Michigan” construction plans” (Chapter 4, #1b)
(Chapter 6, #12) . = “The state should, in concert with local government,
w “The state should provide incentives for . coordinate and review proposals to ensure that they

effectively promote new private investment and

innovative local and muitijurisdictional
reinvestment in urbanized areas” (Chapter 4, #2)

planning and zoning efforts™ (Chapter 6, #13)




Transportation and transit choices

MLULC Recommendations:
= “Communities should provide nonmotorized, public
transportation alternatives, safe routes to schools”
(Chapter 7, #2c)

m  “The state should support modern, cost-efficient,
multimodal transportation systems to assure that our
urban areas are accessible, attractive and efficient for
people of all ages, incomes and physical abilities”
(Chapter 4, #6)

Farmland protection and
value-added agricultural

MLULC Recommendations:
m  Agricultural Production Areas (Chapter 5, #3)

= “The state should continue support existing
incentive-driven, value-added programs that protect
the environment, increase the profitability of farmers,
and thus preserve farmland” (Chapter 5, #6)

m  “The (PDR) program is in need of a dedicated and
consistent funding source beyond that currently
provided ender PA 116” (Chapter 5, #4)

For more information:

= James Clift
Policy Director, Michigan Environmental Council
e-mail: jamesmec@voyager.net
m  Ben Stupka or Brad Garmon
Land Program, Michigan Environmental Council
e-mail: benmec@voyager.net, bradmec@voyager.net
http://www.mec| 15,01,

517-487-9539




In Michigan, people stand up
for the environment

Past elections, polls and surveys show that en-
vironmental issues turn elections, drive ballot
initiatives, and motivate citizens to hold lawmak-
ers accountable.

Michigan residents understand the environ-
ment to be more than places to recreate. Itis
the air you breathe, the
water you drink, the land
vou grow food on, and the
neighborhood vou live in.
These key systems must be
protected, as they sustain
our Great Lakes State’s
people and economy.

The 2005-2006 Michi-
gan Envirenmental Briefing
Book is a great tool for the
public, lawmakers, and
reporters. We list the most
urgent public health and
natural resource problems
facing Michigan. We share
causes, real solutons, and
issue experts. Our pro-
posed policy changes can
help you achieve poison-
free communities, make
wise investments, and pro-
tect Michigan’s heritage.

Achieve Toxic-Free
Communities

We all deserve a clean,
safe, and healthy environ-
ment for ourselves and
our children—water you
can drink and air you can
breathe. Polluters should
take responsibility for
their actions by cleaning-
up the poisons and paying
for the damage they cause.
When all of our residents have equal access to
clean air and clean water, we will have a stronger
Michigan.

ere we stand on the issues

The decisions made today
in our communities and
in the state capitol not only
impact us, but future
generations of Michiganians.

Make Wise Investments

We all understand that paying our taxes is a

fair investment. These taxes benefit everyone
through education, healthy workers, and clean
air and water. In return, taxpayers deserve an
open, efficient, and fair government that makes
smart investments in our future. When all of our
state and local officials insist on wise investments
that protect the vitality
of our communities,

we will have a stronger

Michigan.

Protect Miichigan’s
Heritage

We value the long legacy
of environmental and
conservation leader-

ship in our Great Lakes
State. We believe that our
elected officials should
be proactive in the fight
to safeguard our water,
air, and land. When our
communites and state
government join hands
in their efforts to secure
our Great Lakes heritage,
we will have a stronger
Michigan.

Your voice, your voie,
your power

We are at a critcal
period in Michigan’s
environmental
history. The decisions
made today in our
communities and in
the state capitol not
only impact us, but
future generations of
Michiganians.

Today, we are asking all of you to take a stand
with us. Use your voices and your votes to insist
on poison-free communities, wise Imvestments,
and protection of your heritage. Together, we
can build a better future and stronger Michigan.
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Find what you’re looking for

Please note that the views expressed on a particular issue are not necessarily shared by all Michigan Environmental
Council member groups or other participating organizations.

Eliminate Harmful Chemicals

Find out how toxic chemicals poison Michigan families and damage our Kkids.
We can keep these chemicals out of our air and water—permanently.

Uphold Environmental Justice

People of color unfairly live with more pollution in Michigan.
We need equal application of state laws and policies that protect
the health of our people and our communities.

Reduce Mercury Contamination

Michigan’s coal-fired power plants are poisoning our air, water, and people.
We need to update our energy system. This will protect people from mercury
and help Michigan become more energy efficient.

Fund Air and Water Protection

Michigan should not continue sacrificing clean air and water during tight
budget years. We need to prevent pollution. And we need to force polluters—
not taxpayers—to pay for permit and enforcement programs.

Grow Smart Communities

Unplanned, out-of-control sprawl is damaging our communities.

We need to stop using tax dollars to subsidize this destruction. Instead,
Michigan should invest in smart, coordinated land use planning.
Then we can grow vibrant, sustainable communities.

Take Trash Seriously

Landfills and incinerators dirty our air and threaten our water. If Michigan
invests in recycling programs, we create jobs and get cleaner air and water.

Develop Transportation Choices

Michigan’s poor transportation planning gives us traffic congestion,
air pollution, and health problems. We do not need more roads. We
need more public transit choices and regional transportation planning.

~




Find what you’re looking for

Safeguard Great Lakes Water

Soon, thirsty neighbors here and abroad will fight to pump away our Great Lakes
water. Qur lawmakers need to stand up for Michigan’s water and honor a 20-year-
old promise to pass laws that limit large withdrawals from our Great Lakes.

Sustain Family Farms

Factory farms and large developments are forcing family farms out of business.
And they are polluting our air and water. We can save Michigan’s family farms
if we promote sustainable agriculture and protect farmland.

Protect Coastal Areas

Michigan’s coastlines provide critical habitat to wildlife. And they provide
critical income to our tourism industry. But these shorelines are being damaged.
If we increase law enforcement and protect them from unwise development,
Michigan can save its coastal areas.

Regulate Risky Mining Activities

New mines in sulfide-based ore bodies could be a boon to our Upper Peninsula’s
economy. But it is also a risky business. These mines produce sulfuric acid as

a by-product. Michigan’s new mining law is a good first step. But we still need
comprehensive rules to fully protect our water and public health.

Preserve Wetlands

Wetlands clean our water, control flood damage, and provide homes to wildlife.
Yet almost half of Michigan’s wetlands have been destroyed. If we do not fix the
state’s wetland program, Michigan will lose its authority to administer it.

Restore the Great Lakes

Our Great Lakes ecosystems have been badly damaged by Michigan’s
industrial history. But it is not too late. Great Lakes restoration efforts are
earning national support. Michigan’s success means cleaner waters, healthier
people, and a stronger tourism industry.

Appendix A: Learn about other critical issues

Appendix B: Find an environmental group near you




ith great respect and many thanks

The 2005-2006 Michigan Environmental Briefing Book was made possible by the generous support of the
Jovee Foundation. Special thanks go to the professionals who shared their expertise to make this book a

reality:
Rick Barber, Scenic Michigan

Becky Beauregard, Michigan League
of Conservation Voters Education Fund

Rich Bowman, Michigan Council
of Trout Unlimited

Merrill Clark, Michigan Organic
Food and Farm Alliance

James CIift, Michigan Environmental Council
Charlene Crowell, Michigan Land Use Institute
Wil Cwikiel, Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
Patrick Diehl, Michigan Environmental Council

Jason Dinsmore, Michigan
United Conservation Clubs

Mary Beth Doyle, Lcology Center

David Gard, Michigan Environmental Council
Mike Garfield, Ecology Center

Brad Garmon, Michigan Environmental Council
Charles Griffith, Ecology Center

Tracey Easthope, Ecology Center

Keith Etheridge, Michigan

Environmental Council

Elizabeth Fedorchuk, Michigan
Environmental Council

Eric Firstenberg, National Wildlife Federation
Noah Hall, Natonal Wildlife Federation

Elizabeth Harris, East Michigan
Environmental Action Council

Jeff Irwin, Michigan League
of Conservation Voters Education Fund

Michelle Lin, Arab Community Center for
Economic and Social Services (ACCESS)

Zoe Lipman, National Wildlife Federation
Jennifer Paul, Michigan Environmental Council
Lana Pollack, Michigan Environmental Council
Cyndi Roper, Clean Water Action

Kathryn Savoie, Arab Community Center
for Economic and Social Services (ACCESS)

Donna Stine, Michigan
United Conservation Clubs

Ben Stupka, Michigan Environmental Council

Joy Strawser, League of Conservation
Voters Education Fund

Wendi Tilden, Michigan Environmental Council
Anne Woiwode, Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter

Lisa Wozniak, Michigan League
of Conservation Voters Education Fund

the Michigan Environmental Council.

communities,

impacts on public health.

Learn more about us
This Briefing Book was produced by the Michigan League of Conservation Voters Education Fund and

The Michigan League of Conservation Voters (LCV) Education Fund educates citizens and
public officials about key environmental issues facing Michigan and the Great Lakes. It promotes
active and responsible citizenship to address our environmental challenges. Michigan LCV Education
Fund works with a wide range of public interest groups to advance clean water, clean air and healthy

The Michigan Environmental Council represents 70 environmental, public health, and faith-
based groups. It provides a public voice for the environment at every level of government. The Council
promotes alternatives to urban blight and suburban sprawl, advocates for a sustainable economy,
protects Michigan's water legacy for future generations, and works to diminish environmental
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Too many toxic chemicals
are polluting Michigan’'s air and water

Persistent toxic chemicals, such as lead, mercury,
PCBs and dioxin, have left their legacy in our
state and in our bodies.

Once released into our environment, these
poisons stay around for years and sometimes
forever. They build up in
the food chain. And even-

Eliminate Harmful Che

1icals

milk. Yet, doctors still agree that the best food
for babies is their mothers’ milk. It is the best
nutrition, best protection against infections, and
best for babies’ overall development. To protect
mothers” milk, our lawmakers must fight to keep
the toxics out of it.

Toxic chemicals pose a special risk to grow-
ing minds and bodies. These toxics have caused
dramatic increases in kids
cancers and developmen-

tually they show up in our f
bodies. Studies show that
persistent toxic chemicals
can harm human health.
Effects include nervous
system injuries, cancer,
genetic damage, repro-
ductive problems, and
developmental disorders.
The prevalence of lead
contamination alone is
causing a health crisis in
Michigan. We have over
400 lead contaminated
sites in our state. These
poisoned sites include
junkyards, industrial fa-
cilities, landfills, chemical
plants, and old foundries.
Lead-based paint in
poorly maintained, older
homes can also pose ma-
jor risks to kids. Research
shows that lead poisoning
causes lower intelligence
(as measured by IQ) tests),
permanent learning dis-
abilities, and behavioral
problems in kids. Yet, lead
poisoning is one of the
most common, prevent-
able children’s health problems today.

These chemicals poison Michigan
families, and hurt our economy

Mothers with persistent chemicals in their bod-
ies pass them on to their babies. It can happen

during pregnancy and later, through their breast

Mothers with persistent
chemicals in their bodies
pass them on to their babies.

tal disorders. Over the last
30 years, children’s inva-
sive cancer increased by
33% in the U.S. And the
number of kids in special
education grew 191%.
The potential econom-
ic impacts are staggering.
Let’s conservatively esti-
mate that only 10% of au-
tism, mental retardation,
and cerebral palsy cases
are caused by exposure to
toxic pollution. That still
means our national cost is
$9.2 billion annually.

J

Other states

are getting rid of
harmful chemicals,
Michigan can too

Michigan should follow
the lead of Washington
State and get rid of the
most poisonous chemi-
cals. In December 2000,
the Washington Depart-
ment of Ecology released
a plan to phase-out the 25
worst bio-accumulative
toxic pollutants by 2020.

Michigan is the heart of the Great Lakes.
These poisons are building up in our waters and
sportfish. We should adopt an aggressive strategy
to prevent and remove these pollutants. Michi-
gan lawmakers have a duty to protect the health
of our kids and our economy.




How vou can eliminate harmful chemicals:

I.

6.

Develop an achievable plan to phase-out the
toxic chemicals that are our worst health

hazards.

Enact new laws and rules that increase screen-
ing of young children for lead problems.
Provide additional funding for lead hazard

control in houses and soils.

Require the Michigan Department of Com-
munity Health to issue an annual advisory

to parents, guardians, and caregivers. The
advisory should list the top environmental
threats to kids’ health and give corresponding

prevention methods.

Increase funding for the clean up of

contaminated prope rties.

. Reinstate funding for the fish advisory pro-
gram. Include money for fish testing and the
printing/distribution of fish consumptions
advisories. These advisories should target
high-risk populations and those who rely on

fish for subsistence.

Ban the sale of devices containing mercury.
Items include novelties, thermostats, car
switches, and medical equipment.

Eliminate Harmful Chemicals

7. Require notices to be posted near playground
equipment made of chromated copper arse-
nate (a.k.a., CCA) treated wood. These should
alert the public and recommend hand wash-
ing after using playground equipment.

Who vou can contact to learn more
about eliminating harmful chemicals:

Tracey Easthope

Ecology Center

734-761-3186

tracey@ecocenter.org

Kathryn Savoie

Arab Community Center for Economic &
Social Services (ACCESS)

313-216-2202

ksavoie@accesscommunity.org

James Clift

Michigan Environmental Council

517-487-9539

jamesmec@voyager.net

Rita Jack

Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter

517-484-2372

rita.jack@sierraclub.org

Polluted Michigan rivers—when can our kids go swimming again?

Along the Tittabawassee and
Saginaw Rivers, communities
are still fighting dioxin contam-
ination. Neighbors have known
for decades that dioxin—a
dangerous by-product of the
Dow Chemical Company—was
released into area rivers.
Dioxin is known to cause
many kinds of cancer. It dis-
rupts the function of immune
systems and is linked to dia-
betes. Women are especially
at risk, as dioxin can prevent
pregnancies and has links to
endometriosis. For kids, dioxin
disrupts development and may

impair their ability to learn.
In 2002, Michigan revealed
it had found dioxin levels
80 times higher than clean
up standards allow. These
dangerous levels—found in
people’'s backyards and in
neighborhood parks—pose a
very real public health threat.
Unsafe dioxin levels are found
all along the Tittabawassee
and Saginaw Rivers, and into
Saginaw Bay. (That's about 50
miles of contamination.)
Despite these obvious
threats to Michigan families,
progress toward a clean up is

moving at a snail's pace.

Other Michigan rivers have
their own toxic problems. The
Kalamazoo, Rouge, Detroit,
Grand, Pine, Muskegon, and
other rivers all suffer from a
history of contamination. This
pollution still limits their use
today.

Michigan needs to clean up
its rivers so that families can
canoe, swim, and fish safely.
To do so, the state will need to
hold polluters accountable and
find new funds for those cases
when the polluter is bankrupt
or missing.

R —




People of color unfairly live
with more pollution in Michigan

Children of color have more asthma, lead
poisoning, and other pollution-inked health
problems.

In Detroit, people of color are 4 times more
likely than whites to live within a mile of hazard-
ous waste. About one-
third of Michigan’s toxic
releases occur in Wayne
County.

Race 1s the biggest pre-
dictor of whether people
in Michigan live near an
mncinerator. Statewide, pol-
lution sources (like large
industries) are located
more often near commu-
nities of color and low-in-
come populations.

We need environ-
mental justice to save
Michigan’s kids. Environ-
mental justice is the fair
treatment and meaningful
involvement of all peo-
ple—regardless of race,
color, national origin,
or income—in develop-
ing, implementing, and
enforcing environmental
laws (U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency).

Uphold Environmental Justice

tor of the Office of Environmental Justice, Barry
Hill. “There have been many, many studies that
reflect that particular fact.”

Unfortunately, some people in Michigan
argue that enforcing clean air and water laws will
hurt job opportunities. They believe a company
will not be able to pay its workers if it has to pay
for pollution damage or if it has to install mod-
ern pollution controls.

But evidence shows
otherwise. Ensuring clean
air, healthy communities,
and equal protection un-
der the law actually helps
economic development.
In fact, an unhealthy envi-
ronment stops businesses
from coming to a commu-
nity—thereby preventing
new jobs and economic
growth.

Yet Michigan lawmak-
ers still have not ad-
dressed these injustices.

Other states have
made changes,
Michigan should too
Other states have already
taken steps to uphold
environmental justice.
Both Maryland and New
Jersey issued executive

Michigan has
unequal enforcement

Ensuring clean air, healthy

communities, and equal
protection under the law actually

orders, calling for state
agencies to: (a) address
the environmental and

of environmental laws

Research confirms it.
Michigan has an unfair
concentration of toxic hazards. And our govern-
ment has not enforced environmental laws in
communities of color or low-income areas at
the same levels that it does in white and affluent
communities.

“There’s no question that minority and low-
income communities have suffered dispropor-
tionately,” says the Bush Administration’s Direc-

helps economic development.

health effects on dispro-
portionately impacted
communities; (b) create a
collaborative mechanism
within state government; and (¢) increase public
participation in policy-making.

California’s EPA is carrying out an Envi-
ronmental Justice Action Plan. This plan takes
precautionary approaches and analyzes cumula-
tive impacts.




Uphold Environmental Justice

How you can uphold environmental justice: Who you can contact to learn more
1. Prevent discrimination—Dbased on race, color, about upholding environmental justice:
ethnicity, national origin, or income—in state Kathryn Savoie or Michelle Lin
programs, policies, and activities that affect Arab Community Center for Economic
human health or the environment. & Social Services (ACCESS)
. . . 313-216-290¢
2. Adopt the Michigan Land Use Leadership 313-216-2202
. R K L. Y ie@accessc ; N
Council’s recommendations to revitalize ksavoie@accesscommunity.org
. 1M @A ccess 1 ~
urban areas and clean-up contaminated mlin@accesscommunity.org
properties. Brad van Guilder
IS . . . PPN ‘A ~ .
3. Ask state agencies to collect, maintain, and Ecology Center
e : : - 734-761-3186
analyze information by race, national origin, . :
and income. This lets them better compare bradvg@ecocenter.org
the environmental and health risks borne by Donele Wilkins
individuals and communities. Detroiters Working for Environmental Justice
s < C 3
4. Assess the cumulative health risks of new proj- 2 15‘82‘1'1064
ects on nearby communities. Protect at-risk dwdwej@aol.com
populations from unacceptable exposures. Rhonda Anderson
5. Require state agencies to increase public Sierra Club
L. e . 219.065-005¢
access to information and promote public 313-965-0052 )
participation rhonda.anderson@sierraclub.org
6. Require industrial facilities to increase their p
pollution prevention efforts.

Asthma rates in Michigan’s kids continue to rise

Children of color and impover-
ished kids living in urban areas
are more likely to breathe
Michigan’s worst air pollution.

Among children, asthma is
now the number one chronic
disease in the United States.
And asthma patterns in Michi-
gan are a prime example of the
unequal impact of toxic pollu-
tion on our communities.

Living in the central zip
codes of Detroit can be
extremely hazardous to your
child’s health, according to a
recent study by the Michigan
Department of Community
Health. These zip codes have
the most hospital discharges
related to asthma.

Here, the health risks in-
crease because of air pollution

from toxic chemicals, trans-
portation projects, dumping
grounds, rail yards, and indus-
trial plants.

In Michigan, 213,000 chil-
dren and 654,000 adults have
asthma. Moreover, our state
has 160 asthma-related deaths
every year. It is time to clean
up our air. It’s time to protect
all of Michigan’s kids.




Reduce

The mercury in ocur air and
water hurts people and wildlife

In Michigan, 1 owt of every 10 women of child-
bearing age has unsafe levels of mercury in her
blood.

Each vear, about 60,000 babies suffer develop-
mental harm because their moms ate mercury-
contaminated fish before
or during pregnancy,

lercury Contamination

Yet Michigan still relies on aging coal-fired
power plants for most of its electricity. And they
are stopping us from meeting clean air and water
standards. These plants produce about 52% of
Michigan’s airborne mercury pollution. They
also cause smog and acid rain. And they greatly
contribute to global climate change.

The pollution from coal-fired power plants
contributes to an alarm-
ing rise in asthma, chron-

according to a National
Academy of Sciences
report. Children exposed
to mercury can develop
learning disabilities and
problems with their ner-
vous systems.

Mercury is poisonous
even in small amounts.

It can cause subtle but
permanent harm to the
human brain and disrupt
the reproductive health
of wildlife. If eaten or in-
haled at high levels, it can
cripple or kill.

The Michigan De-
partment of Community
Health has issued state-
wide health advisories
because of mercury con-
tamination. These limit
the amount of fish that

can safely be eaten from
our waters. This poses a
real threat to Michigan’s
tourism industry and its 173,000 jobs. It could
also impact the $12 billion spent by Michigan
tourists each vear.

Coal-fired power plants are the
largest source of mercury pollution
Coal-fired power plants are the largest, uncon-
trolled source of airborne mercury pollution in
Michigan.

The mercury comes out of the air via rain,
snow, and dust particles. It falls into our lakes
and streams.

Each year, about 60,000 babies
suffer developmental harm
because their moms ate
mercury-contaminated fish.

ic bronchius, and heart
disease. And it causes big
problems for the 25 Mich-
igan counties failing to
meet U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA)
standards for air quality.

Michigan’s coal-
fired power plants
are outdated

and expensive

Michigan’s reliance on
coal-fired power plants

is also stopping us from
achieving statewide eco-
nomic development goals.
This outdated energy
system is expensive. Pol-
lation-related healthcare
costs and productivity
losses hit consumers and
businesses hard, amount-
ing to billions of dollars
each year.

Michigan energy users also spend $26 billion
each year on power plant fuel. And Michigan has
to import all of its coal, 96% of petroleum prod-
ucts, and 75% of natural gas. This means that
most of these dollars do not support Michigan
businesses or alternative fuel sources.

Solutions already exist

to stop mercury pollution

Cost-effective solutions already exist. We can
reduce mercury emissions {rom coal-fired power

continued




plants by 90% with modern pollution con trols.
These pollution controls should be installed on
all of Michigan’s coal-fired power plants.
Michigan citizens deserve a modern energy
system that delivers safe and affordable power. A
modern system uses clean, smart technology and
locally produced resources. Michigan can start by
using less electricity and investing in renewable
energy. It would also help improve public health,
preserve our environment, and halt global
climate change. And it is a major step towards
independence from Middle Eastern oil.

How vou can reduce
mercury contarminatiorn:

1. Require aging coal-fired power plants to in-
stall modern pollution controls. These can cut
mercury emissions 90% by 2010.

2. Invest in a statewide energy efficiency pro-
gram. Create a utility line charge to pay for
the program. And make program funds avail-
able to all energy users.

3. Enact energy efficiency standards for appli-
ances and equipment sold in Michigan.

4. Develop domestic sources of renewable en-
ergy (such as wind, biomass and solar). Join
nearly 20 other states in adopting a Renew-

educe Mercury Contamination

ot

Who you can contact to learn more
about reducing mercury contamination:

Y
able Electricity Standard. This would require
utilities to supply some of their power from
renewable energy sources.

Require any new fossil-fueled power plants

to use the best pollution controls. Mandate
“Integrated Gasification & Combined Cycle”
as the minimum technology for new coal-fired
power plants.

David Gard

Michigan Environmental Council
517-487-9539
davidmec@voyager.net

Kate Madigan

PIRGIM

517-664-2600
kmadigan@pirgim.org

Anna Holden or David Wright
Sierra Club

517-484-2572
mackinac.chapter@sierraclub.org
Zoe Lipman

National Wildlife Federation
734-769-3551

lipman@nwf.org

Technology exists to reduce
mercury emissions from coal-
fired power plants. And, itis
being tried here in Michigan.

DTE Energy is hosting a
full-scale reduction trial at their
St. Clair Station facility. This is
part of a U.S. Department of
Energy field-testing program.
Early results at the site have
yielded mercury reductions of
90% and higher.

In Michigan trial, new technology reduces mercury for less money

Sorbent Technologies Cor-
poration of Twinsburg, Ohio
is conducting the trial. They
inject brominated powdered
activated carbons (B-PACTM)
into the plant’s pollution con-
trol equipment. They do it at
different rates under different
plant conditions. The injection
material absorbs the mercury
from exhaust gases.

The injection of B-PACTM

is proving to be a cost-effective
method for removing mercury
from the exhaust gases of coal-
fired power plants. Early data
at St. Clair Station suggests
that 90% removal of mercury
is possible for 85% less money
than previously estimated.
Other projects around the
country show similar results.




Public health at risk—MDEQ lacks
funds to clean up toxic pollution

Budget cuts to the Michigan Department of
Environmental Qu;zlity (MDEQ) are putting
Michigan’s people and natural resources at risk.

Michigan has over 4,200 sites ol leaking
underground storage tanks. These sites, which
threaten our water re-
sources, may cost as much
as $1.7 billion to clean up.
Yet, this vear's budget cuts
forced the MDEQ to stop
scheduling clean ups for
additional sites of toxic
contamination.

Since 2001, gen-
eral fund support for
the MDEQ has dropped
from $101 million to $98
million. Through budget
gimmicks, the state has
delayed having to layoff
hundreds of workers. But
the cuts are already im-
pacting the health of our
natural resources.

Now, Michigan is less
able to monitor pollu-
tion being released into
our rivers and streams.

At current f‘unding levels,
MDECQ can only conduct
complete inspections of
major factories’ toxic dis-
charges every 4 to 5 years.
Smaller facilities can go up to 10 years before
being inspected by MDEQ,

Polluters should pay,

not Michigan taxpayers

The state receives money from a variety of
sources. These include income taxes, sales taxes,
property taxes, and a variety of smaller fees.
Some of those funds are dedicated to specific
purposes. For instance, gasoline raxes are used
primarily for roads.

Fund Air and Water Protection

By not making wise investments
of our tax dollars to protect our
water, air, and land, Michigan
lawmakers exponentially increase
damage to public health.

Undedicated revenues are called general
funds. The amount of general fund revenue
mereased from 1970 through 1999, to a peak of
$9.8 billion. It has now dropped to $7.86 billion.

Since 2001, the state has enacted about $10
million in new fees from polluters. The fees pay
for workers that issue and enforce discharge
permits. I,?nf‘ommatic]y; the new fees do not fully
pay for the programs. This
means that Michigan tax-
payers sometimes subsi-
dize more than half of the
programs’ costs,

If we prevent pollution,
no one gets hurt

As the legislature drafts
future budgets, it needs
to look at the long-term
impacts of cutting envi-
ronmental protection.

It should consider how
those cuts affect Michigan
taxpayers and the healih
of our kids.

The MDEQ should be
authorized to spend more
time and money on help-
ing companies prevent
pollution, rather than
tracking pollution dis-
charges. Then, the state
could keep more toxics
out of our air and water.
Eliminating the discharge
completely means the companies do not have to
worry about permits and the state does not have
to worry about toxic impacts. This also means
that Michigan companies, and the state, save mil-
lions of dollars.

But, if the legistature continues to cur the
MDEQ bndg(%t, Mi(ihigzm will have weaker
enforcement of environmental laws. And we
may lose funding from federal matching grants
(which will cut state programs even more). By
not making wise investments of our tax dollars
to protect our water, air, and land, Michigan law-

conlinued




Fund

r and Water Protection

makers exponentially increase damage to public 6. Support payments in lieu of taxes to locals for
health. state-owned lands. At about $1 per Michigan
resident, these annual payments give us access
; . to nearly 4 million acres of state-owned lands.
How you can fund air and water protection: ¥
1. Increase general fund support for those pro-
grams designed to protect our air, water, and Who you can contact to learn more
land. about funding air and water protection:
2. Implement new user fees for programs that James Clift
regulate the discharge of pollutants into our Michigan Environmental Council
air and water. Polluters, not taxpayers, need to 517-487-9539
pay the full costs of these programs. jamesmec@voyager.net
3. Create new environmental clean-up funds. In Cyndi Roper
1995, the federal government stopped charg- Clean Water Action
ing fees that funded the Superfund clean-up 616-742-4084
program for sites of environmental contami- croper@cleanwater.org
nation. Michigan should reinstate those fees .
: | Ll’ Anne Woiwode
on a state level. . ) . .
Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter
4. Dedicate the reauthorized underground stor- 517-484-2372
age tank fee to actually clean up these tanks. anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org
5. Increase funding for pollution prevention Kate Madigan
programs. Doing so could permanently elimi- PIRGIM
nate environmental and public health risks. 517-664-2600
kmadigan@pirgim.org
23 pirg 23

in July 2001, PCBs (polychlori-
nated biphenyls) were discov-
ered in canals behind homes in
St. Clair Shores. PCBs are toxic
chemicals linked to cancer

and other human (and aguatic)
health impacts.

The canals were tested
when they were dredged as a
result of low lake levels. Test-
ing of the dredge materials—
necessary for disposal purpos-
es—showed dangerously high
levels. It was determined later
that the canal had probably
been contaminated with PCBs
for over 20 years.

In June 2003, two months

after the EPA finished their
contaminated sediment
clean up, area citizens did not
believe the clean up had been
done properly. So, Toxic Free
Shores (a local community
group) paid for independent
confirmatory sampling. Their
results showed PCB contami-
nation 100 times higher than
those reported by the EPA
after the clean up. Their efforts
prompted additional sampling
by government agencies.
Continued funding to clean
up the PCBs is critical. We
need to protect the health and
safety of residents living near-

Toxic chemicals threaten public health in St. Clair Shores

by. And we need to protect the
folks whose water intakes are
downstream.

Unfortunately, there isn't
enough money in the MDEQ
budget to protect our waters.
The legislature needs to create
a state budget that lets MDEQ
do its job. All of Michigan’s
water resources should be
more closely and frequently
monitored. And when toxic
contamination is discovered,
it needs prompt and thorough
attention from government
agencies.




Out-of-control sprawl is hurting
our cities and our farms

Sprawl is the haphazard, unplanned use of
resources and land. And iC’s running rampant in
Michigan.

In many of Michigan’s older urban arcas,
sprawl has concentrated poverty and height-
ened problems with racial
segregation. People who

Grow Smart Communities

solutions to our sprawl problems. One recom-
mendation asked the governor to better coor-
dinate interagency decisions. And they wanted
stakeholders to participate in those decisions.
Diverse stakeholders from urban and rural ar-
eas can help set realistic land use goals for Michi-
gan. We should be using our land in a more eq-
uitable and sustainable way. Stakeholders should
include advocates from:
historic preservation agen-

stay in these areas have e
higher costs for public
services, limited public
transportation, and fewer
well-paving jobs. They also
have deteriorating neigh-
borhoods, schools, and
property values.

It’s not much better
in Michigan’s more rural
areas. Sprawl is destroy-

ing our valuable wetlands
and farms. People in these
areas are faced with more
traffic congestion and
poorly planned strip-style
development. Now they
have tewer opportunities
for outdoor recreation
and farming.

Tax dollars are
being wasted on
bhad state policies

Michigan’s sprawling
land use reflects our state’s inability to fix its
unplanned, uncoordinated system of growth and
development. And it is wasting our tax dollars.

State policies have helped cause the decline
of our cities. And they have helped shut down
family farms. These policies encourage sprawl by
spending our tax dollars on unplanned infra-
structure expansion. The state also uses our tax
dollars for some wasteful economic incentive
programs that actually push growth out of estab-
lished communities and into farm fields.

The Michigan Land Use Leadership Council
(MLULC)of 2008 was created to find bipartisan

In many of Michigan’s older urban
areas, sprawl has concentrated
poverty and heightened problems
with racial segregation.

N cies, farmland protection

groups, low-income areas,
communites of color, and
environmental groups.

Michigan needs to
invest in coordinated
land use planning

Governor Granholm

has made progress on
MLULC recommenda-
tions. She enacted a “Pre-
serve First” policy for road
repair and development.
It makes sure that existing
roads are fixed before the
state will fund any new
construction and expan-
sion projects.

The Governor also
partnered with the new
Department of Labor
and Economic Growth
7 initia-

N

on a “Cool Cities
tive. This initiative uses
a broad range of state resources and incentives
to invest in our older communities and neigh-
borhoods. Revitalizing these areas will attract a
younger generation of residents.

The MLULC also wants the state to work bet-
ter with local governments. Together, state and
local governments could coordinate proposals to
ensure reinvestment and new private investment
happen in existing urban areas. New projects
should use existing infrastructure; encourage
new retail businesses to serve urban residents;
create new jobs; and enhance the quality of life

continued
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in Michigan’s urban communities.

We need this “Smart Investments” approach
to land use reform. It redirects the allocation of
state funds to help curb sprawl and encourage
redevelopment. State resources should support
communities that implement fiscally responsible
land use planning.

How you can grow smart communities:

I. Analyze state programs to find any direct and
indirect subsidies of sprawling land use. Use
the results to guide recommendations for

legislative, budget and administrative changes.

Place special emphasis on limiting sprawl and
promoting more efficient growth patterns.
(MLULC Report, Chapter 6, Section 18)

2. Increase incentives for cooperative local
planning and zoning efforts that use regional
solutions. (MLULC, Chapter 6, Section 13)

3. Establish a set of local land use planning “best

practices.” These should include joint plan-
ning agreements and outlay plans for main-
taining roads and sewers. Create a criteria
checklist of these “best practices” and give
priority funding from state programs to local
communities that use these tools.

Grow Smart Communities

4. Prioritize state and federal infrastructure
funding for already developed areas. This
would help maintain and improve the integri-
tv of existing infrastructure. (MLULC Report,
Chapter 7, Section la)

All of the MLULC recommendations are available

online at www. michiganlanduse.org.

Who vou can contact to learn more
about growing smart communities:

Brad Garmon

Michigan Environmental Council
517-487-9539
bradmec@vovager.net

Hans Voss

Michigan Land Use Institute
231-882-4723
hans@mlui.org

Brian Imus

PIRGIM

734-662-6597
brian@pirgim.org

Anne Woiwode

Sierra Club

517-484-2372
anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org

inkster citizens wanted help
in protecting a 12-acre oasis

of undeveloped greenspace. up the land.

Michigan locals fight sprawl, but still lose Inkster greenspace

local officials worked with
developers and hurried to build

blight and vacant buildings,

lots and houses in Inkster.”
Braun believes these

properties should be redevel-

They live in a heavily urban-
ized, western Wayne County
suburb.

Michigan Environmen-
tal Council helped the local
group—Citizens United for
Action—get the scientific and
legal data to defend the site.
But without support from state
officials, the citizens lost their
greenspace. Instead, Inkster’s

“I am not ignorant of the
necessity of development,”
said Citizens United for Action
member Darryl Braun. "We
need houses in which to live,
stores in which to shop and
offices in which to work. How-
ever, unrelenting urban sprawl
is not the answer. We do not
need to develop every foot of
land. There is a great deal of

oped and rehabilitated. And
he thinks there are not enough
woodlands for recreation.
Inkster citizens wanted
the forested site at the corner
of Cherry Hill and Beech Daly
roads to be the first of many
preserved greenspaces near
their homes.




Good start, but Michigan still needs
to reduce its solid waste stream

In 2004, Michigan finally got serious about its
trash problems. \

Currently the 3rd leading importer of trash
from outside its borders, our Great Lakes State
is close to becoming the “Great Waste State.”
But, last vear Governor
Granholm signed 11 bills
into law that promise to
slow the flow of garbage
to Michigan. The new laws
force out-of-state waste to
meet minimal Michigan
standards, which is a good
start.

Now it is time for
Michigan to start cleaning
its own house. We need
to regain our leadership
position in recycling to
reduce our reliance on
landfills and incinerators.
Recycling reduces the
environmental impacts of
solid waste disposal. It also
creates jobs through the
reuse of the recycled ma-
terials. Michigan’s excess
landfill disposal capacity
has provided our state
with artificially low dispos-
al rates, the lowest in the

Take Trash Seriously

ing sources of dioxin, mercury, PCBs and other
toxic chemicals, according to the Environmental
Protection Agency. The pollution from these
facilities—and from the state’s landfills—falls
disproportionately on their neighboring lower-
income and minority communities.
Incinerators are also financial boondoggles.
Grand Rapids, Detroit, and Jackson County use
trash incinerators. And
they pay several times
more to get rid of trash
than their neighbors. In
tact, the City of Detroit
pays 10 times more to
dispose of garbage in the
city’s incinerator than
its suburbs pay to dump
trash in private landhlls.

Recycling and
composting are
cleaner, and
they create jobs

Recycling and composting
are cleaner ways of han-
dling waste than landflls
and incinerators. Paper
mills, glass bottlers, plas-
tics manufacturers, and
other re-processors use
recycled materials. When
compared to the use of
virgin materials, this re-

Great Lakes region.

Michigan is the only Great Lakes
state that does not provide
recycling funds through a fee or
surcharge on waste disposal.

Michigan’s landfills and
incinerators poliute our
air and water

Today, landfills are the saf-
est way to dispose of solid
waste. But they still pose a real pollution threat
to groundwater in Michigan. In additon, a work-
ing landfill pollutes our air by releasing noxious
odors and toxic emissions.

Michigan also uses incinerators to get rid of
its trash. These incinerators pollute our air. Solid
waste incinerators are some of Michigan’s lead-

use conserves energy and
water, and it reduces air
pollution.

End-use markets ex-
ist for almost all scrap
materials. But, those new
businesses will not come
into Michigan if we do not
create a steady stream of recycled materials. That
stream can only come from fullscale recycling
programs in our neighborhoods. Unfortunately,
these re-processors also have to compete against
incentives that favor the use of virgin materials.

conlinued




We need our communities to invest in full-
scale recycling programs. This would have great
financial benefits. Unfortunately, most of our
communities cannot afford the start-up costs.

Other states help their local governments
make that initial investment in recycling. But
Michigan does not. In fact, Michigan is the only
Great Lakes state that does not provide recycling
funds through a fee or surcharge on waste dis-
posal. Michigan’s glut of cheap landfill capacity
adds to our local communities’ resistance to
starting (or expanding) recycling and compost-
ing programs.

How vou can take trash seriously:

Take Trash Seriously

etc.) and other hazardous waste (paints, pes-
ticides, etc.). Make manufacturers pay for this
collection system.

5. Provide financial incentives for recycling and
reprocessing. And eliminate subsidies for the
use of virgin materials.

6. Adopt a new state solid waste plan with a rein-

vigorated county planning process.

. Assist local communities in closing their mu-

nicipal solid waste incinerators.

~3

Who you can contact to learn more
about taking trash seriously:

1. Expand the Botde Bill to include water, juice

and tea containers.

cling programs.

3. Ban toxic and easily recycled materials from

landfills and incinerators.

4. Collect items that pose unnecessary safety
risks when they are put in landfills. Focus on
electronics (computers, microwave ovens,

2. Enact a surcharge on all waste disposed in
Michigan landfills and incinerators. Use the
proceeds to support community-based recy-

Mike Garfield

Ecology Center

734-761-3186
michaelg@ecocenter.org

James Clift

Michigan Environmental Council
517-487-9539
jamesmec@voyager.net

Donna Stine

Michigan United Conservation Clubs
517-346-6487

dstine@mucc.org

One way to increase recy-
cling and address our major
litter problem is to update
Michigan’'s Bottle Bill. The cur-
rent law is both popular and
effective. It recovers over 95%
of the state’s returnable bottles
and cans. It also reduces litter,
increases recycling, creates
jobs, and saves money.

But most juice, tea, sport
drink, and water containers

were hardly even sold com-
mercially when the law took ef-
fect. Now, they make up nearly
20% of the beverage container
market.

Empty water bottles are pil-
ing up as litter on Great Lakes
beaches, major highways, city
streets, and rural roads. Our
Bottle Bill needs to include
today’s beverage containers.

in the summer of 2004, a

Create new jobs — update Michigan’s Bottle Bill today!

PET recycler in Novi, Michigan
was forced out of business.
They had to shut down due

to insufficient supplies of PET
plastic in Michigan. PET is the
primary plastic used in making
water bottles.

An expanded bottle bill
could have saved those jobs.
And it could have kept those
containers off of our roadways
and beaches.
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Michigan has lots of traffic,
and lots of air poliution

A typical metro-Detroit commuter loses the
equivalent of 6 working days a year sitting in
tratfic jams. This wastes time and fuel. It also
increases air pollution.

Sadly at 86%, Michigan leads the nation in
commuters who drive
alone to work. In the last

same 1950s-era transportation choices. They
keep calling for more, wider highways. This ap-
proach wastes tax dollars by increasing traffic,
sprawl and air pollution.

Unfortunately, funding raids and a lack of
political will have stymied efforts to improve the
situation. Right now, the state invests less than
10% of its annual $3 billion statewide transpor-
tation budget in public
transportation. In the last

10 years, the number of
miles driven annually in
Michigan soared nearly
25%, growing 4 times
faster than the state’s pop-
ulation. This vear, state
motorists will drive nearly
100 billion miles. Those
miles will cost motorists
$10 billion in gas. And the
vast majority of those dol-

lars leave the state never
to be seen again.
Southeast Michigan
fails to meet air quality
standards for excessive
smog and soot in the
air. This is one factor
that contributes to our
child asthma rates being
among the highest in the

Lansing, Grand Rapids,

and Muskegon areas—will

lead to restrictions on new industries in these
communities.

Detroit is the only metropolitan area in the
country without a comprehensive transit system.
Yet the Southeast Michigan Council of Govern-
ments (SEMCOG) stll does not prioritize mass
transit in its future ransportation plans.

Bad transportation planning is to blame

Michigan has failed in making long-range trans-
portation plans. Too often, our local and state
governments only offer Michigan residents the

Right now, the state invests

2 years, the legislature
cut transit funds by $20
million.

Federal equity failure
cost Michigan millions
in lost transit support

Michigan only receives 88
cents back for every dollar
in gasoline taxes we send
to Washington. Michigan
is one of several donor
states that unfairly pay
more than is returned in
fuel taxes. These donor
states are pushing for a
minimum 95 cents return
for every dollar sent to
Washington. Michigan
also suffers from federal

. . . moe iy (97PN AP ’ P : C . . .
country. These violations less than 10% of its annual $3 funding formulas that
of the Clean Air Act— billion statewide transportation favor rail-based transit
also happening in the hudg@% tin p‘uh}ic M‘;i‘i’lf&p()I(‘E,;H,i(ﬂ}. systems over bus-based

transit systems.

Currently, the failure
to reauthorize a new federal transportation bill
has cost Michigan $343 million. Included in this
overall loss are $36 million for mass transit fund-
ing and $77 million for County Road Commis-

S1018.
More modern transportation choices

would improve economic and public health

In 2008, the Michigan Land Use Leadership
Council said that our cities “need a diverse set
of mobility options.” They found that if state

conlinued
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_ Develop Transportation Choices

leaders join with federal and local governments,
Michigan would be able to “support modern,
cost-ctficient, multi-modal transportation sys-
tems.” This would make our cities more acces-
sible and attractive to everyone.

Modern transportation choices would en-
hance economic development and increase
public health. Transit options should range from
buses and trains to more bike lanes and walkable
greenways. A new train stop or bus station can
serve as the catalyst for new businesses, better
housing, and rising incomes. It could provide
residents better access to good-paying jobs, qual-
ity health care, or college classes. And if we pro-
vide more opportunities to walk or bike to work,
Michigan could decrease its obesity rates and
air pollution. Overall, investing in more trans-
portation choices pays off in healthier Michigan
residents.

How you can develop
transportation choices:

1. Fund public transit to its full 10% constitu-
tional limit of the Michigan Transportation
Fund. This would boost available transit funds
by $30-50 million a year.

;

2. Work with members of Michigan’s congressio-
nal delegation 1o achieve a 95% return on our
state’s federal transportation investment.

3. Integrate light rail into our current transit sys-
tem to enhance mobility options and reduce
traffic pressure on Michigan roads.

4. Improve long-term planning to better inte-
grate all transportation options—walking and
biking paths, buses, commuter rails, and cars.

Who you can contact to learn more
about developing transportation choices:

Charlene Crowell

Michigan Land Use Institute
517-410-3397
Charlene@mlui.org

Karen Kendrick-Hands
Transportation Riders United
313-963-8872
trumember@ameritech.net
Brad Garmon

Michigan Environmental Council
517-487-9539
bradmec@voyager.net

in sharp contrast to the state
legislature’s resistance to fund-
ing public transportation, 13

of 14 Michigan communities
voted overwhelmingly to either
continue or increase local
property taxes to support their
bus systems.

“Public transportation is val-
ued and people are willing to
step to the plate and fund their
fair share at the local level,”

Michigan communities vote to invest in public transportation

said Clark Harder, executive di-
rector of the state’s oldest and
largest association of transit
systems, the Michigan Public
Transit Association.

In 2004, the successful
millage votes passed in these
Michigan counties:

Charlevoix: 65% approval
Clare: 63% approval
Genesee: 54% approval

Gogebic: 77% approval
Ingham: 60% approval
Isabella: 62% approval

Lake: 56% approval
Marquette: 65% approval
Mason: 62% approval
Midland: 70% approval
Ontanonagon: 63% approval
Shiawassee: 62% approval
Tuscola: 61% approval

Y




Thirsty neighbors want
our Great Lakes water

Every vear, fresh water becomes scarcer and
nore precious.

We all know that water is an essential re-
source. And about one-fifth of the world’s fresh
surface water is found in the Great Lakes. But,
these waters are not imit-
less.

Already, Michigan
residents are facing water
shortages and conflicts.

In Monroe County, un-
regulated water pumping
by mining operations is
reducing local water sup-
plies. In Saginaw, wasteful
irrigation from big agri-
cultural operations caused
neighboring wells to go
dry. And the pumping of
water from our rivers and
streams—such as the St.
Joseph River in southwest
Michigan—Is costing our
state fishing and tourism
dollars. An additional
threat comes from com-
munities just outside the
Great Lakes basin, hoping
to use the water to fuel un-
planned suburban sprawl.

By 2025, worldwide estimates show that 48
countries will be severely short of water. Esti-
mates also show that 50% of the people on earth
will not have access to clean water supplies. This
means that some people may try to use interna-
tional trade laws to pierce the thin protections
Michigan now relies on to prevent the diversion
and export of Great Lakes water. Better steward-
ship both home and abroad is needed to pre-
serve fresh water.

Michigan lawmakers need to honor their

promise to limit water withdrawals

In response to pressures and proposals to divert
Great Lakes water, the Great Lakes States and

Safeguard Great Lakes Water

Already, Michigan residents
are facing water
shortages and conflicts.

Provinces signed the 1985 Great Lakes Charter.
In doing so, they agreed to protect our common
water resources. They also agreed that the most
important first step was to pass laws governing
large-scale water withdrawals (over 2 million gal-
lons per day). To date, Michigan is the only state
that has failed to pass such a water conservation
law.

In 1986, Congress sup-
ported the Great Lakes
Charter by passing the
Water Resources Develop-
ment Act (WRDA). The
Act ensures that each
Great Lakes governor can
veto a diversion or export
of Great Lakes water.

But, the vast major-
ity of the United States’
people live outside of the
Great Lakes basin. And
many of those live in so-
called “thirsty states.” This
increases the possibility
that WRDA—our only
authority to block a diver-
stion—could be amended
or repealed. This would
leave Michigan with no
way to stop a diversion of
Great Lakes water.

To deal with these and
other concerns, the Great
Lakes States and Provinces now look to better
protect our water from export and diversion
via a proposed “Great Lakes Compact.” The
outcome of this Great Lakes Compact is critical
for Michigan.

Michigan voters want new laws
to protect Great Lakes water

Michigan voters overwhelmin gly support new
laws to regulate large water withdrawals, accord-
ing to a recent poll. Support is strong across the
board, with Republicans (at 80%), Independents
(at 83%), and Democrats (at 75%). Michigan
needs laws that will better protect our Great

continued
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Lakes from being siphoned off to other parts of
the country, or the world. And we need to create
a fair, reasonable system to manage water use
that will withstand legal scrutiny.

Michigan’s lawmakers know what they need
to do. The Senate’s bipartisan Great Lakes Con-

servation Task Force {chaired by Majority Leader

Ken Sikkema) asserted in its Citizens’ Agenda
report that “There is an immediate need for an
aquifer protection statute to protect the public
and the environment from both present and
future problems caused by water withdrawals.”

How you can safeguard Great Lakes water:

1. Enact a water withdrawal law that ensures the
Great Lakes are protected from unwise uses
and diversions.

2. Ensure that water withdrawals adhere to 3
key principles: preventing harm to our water
resources; conserving this vital resource; and,
ultimately enhancing it.

3. Improve water use reporting.

sreat Lakes Water

Who you can contact to learn more
about safeguarding Great Lakes water:
Cyndi Roper
Clean Water Action
616-742-4084
croper@cleanwater.org
James Clift
Michigan Environmental Council
517-487-9539
jamesmec@vovager.net
Wil Cwikiel
Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
231-347-1181, ext 115
wil@watershedcouncil.org

Terry Swier

Michigan Citizens for Water Conservation
231-972-8856
tswier@centurytel.net

Noah Hall

National Wildlife Federation
734-769-3351

hall@nwt.org

Cheryl Mendoza

Lake Michigan Federation
616-850-0745
cmendoza@lakemichigan.org

Water bottling plant shows Michigan law is full of holes

Everyone agrees that water is
critical to Michigan’'s future.
But the recent fight over the
water bottling plant ouside of
Big Rapids shows that Michi-
gan needs better stewardship
of its waters.

The bottling facility pumps
up to 720,000 gallons of Mich-
igan spring water, which is
sold under Nestle/Perrier’s Ice
Mountain label. This bottled
water is shipped throughout
the Midwest, across the coun-

try, and has even been spotted
overseas.

The Michigan Citizens for
Water Conservation {(formed
by citizens who own property
near the plant) want to put a
stop to the company’s plans.
Based on the predictions of
Perrier's own experts, the
planned pumping rate of 400
gallons per minute will reduce
the flow of a nearby stream by
as much as 35%. And this has
area homeowners and anglers
worried.

The only water withdrawal
permit clearly required under
Michigan law is issued under
the Safe Drinking Water Act.
This act is woefully inadequate
in addressing possible natu-
ral resource impacts. So, the
Michigan Citizens for Water
Conservation challenged the
state’s approval of the bottling
plant permit in court. They
won at the Circuit Court. That
decision is currently under
appeal.




Agriculture is big business,
yet Michigan is losing its farmland

Agriculture is Michigan’s 2nd largest industry. It
generates $37 billion in revenues. And it pro-
vides more than 500,000 jobs.

But since 1993, we have lost 300,000 acres
of farmland in Michigan. This was some of our
most productive and
profitable land. Now, it

Sustain Family Farms

and pathogen bacteria. We are also exposed to
high levels of nitrogen and phosphorus. And
we risk breathing more dust, mold, and volaule
gases (like ammonia and hydrogen sulfide).
Unlike more sustainable farms, studies indi-
cate that these factory farms often cost more jobs
than they create. They are linked to declines in
business purchases and infrastructure. They also
reduce property values
and population.

has been converted and
developed for non-farm-
ing uses.

If our current devel-
opment patterns con-
tinue, Michigan will lose
a million and a half acres
by 2040. That is equal
in size to 68 townships.
Along with our farmland,
Michigan has lost whole
sectors of its agricutural
base. This includes local
processing and farm sup-
port systems, implement

dealerships, and grain
elevators.

Factory farms are
growing, and so are
threats to people’s
health and jobs

Large-scale, concentrated
livestock operations
(a.k.a., CAFOS or fac-
tory farms) are replacing
Michigan’s family farms.
These factory farms have
by-products that pollute
our air and water. And
they threaten the health of our Great Lakes and
its people. And Michigan promotes them.
Because of health concerns, the American
Public Health Association has called for a mora-
torium on such massive factory farms. These fac-
tory farms spread large amounts of animal ma-
nure on nearby land. This animal waste increases
human exposure 1o heavy metals, antibiotics,

Along with our farmland,
Michigan has lost whole sectors
of its agri cutural base.

Moreover, factory
farms put small to mid-
size farms out of business.
To survive, these local
farmers have to sell their
land to residential devel-
opers. This contributes to
Michigan’s loss of farm-
land. Yet research shows
that these smaller family
farms are vital ingredients
for healthy rural commu-
nities and economies.

Michigan needs more
sustainable farms

To protect Michigan’s
agricultural heritage

and revitalize our rural
economy, we need 1o
identify and secure a base
of prime farmland. We
also need to discourage
agricultural practices that
pollute our air, land, and
water.

Michigan needs to
promote sustainable farm-
ing practices. To do so,
Jawmakers should support existing value-added
programs that protect the environment, which
would also provide incentives for responsible
farming practices. These programs can help
farmers increase their profits, which means
Michigan farms stay healthy and viable.

These incentives would also help keep food
processing near the farms, thereby creating more

continued
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jobs to process goods. And by not exporting our
raw goods, we help reduce transportation and
packaging costs. Our state should encourage

all of

citizens to grow, process, and buy locally
which benefit Michigan’s economy.

How vou can sustain family farms:

L. Develop a comprehensive Rural Legacy and
Farm Viability program that focuses on pro-
tecting critical farmland and their associated
local support and processing systems. (Michi-

Sustain Family Farms

CAFOs or factory farms). Ensure it provides
guidance for strong enforcement of permits
and dramatically reduces associated air and
water pollution.

Who you can contact to learn more
about sustaining family farms:
Anne Woiwode
Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter
517-484-2372
anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org

gan Land Use Leadership Council Recom-
mendations, Chapter 5, Section 5)

Identify blocks of critical farmland for

protection.

. Complete a full review of current and pro-
posed tax reforms for farmland protection.
Then compile a single comprehensive re-
source for these programs to fulfill the recom-
mendations established by the Michigan Land

Use Leadership Council.

Establish a new regulatory framework for
confined animal feeding operations (a.k.a.,

Brad Garmon

Michigan Environmental Council
5174879539
bradmec@voyager.net

Tom Leonard

West Michigan Environmental Action Council
616-451-3051
tleonard@wmeac.org

/

Preserve Michigan’s agricultural diversity, find economic stability

“Michigan is the 2nd largest
producer in the U.S. in terms
of the variety of commercial
crops—tart cherries, blueber-
ries, cut flowers, bedding
plants,” says Tom Bloomer,
who has lived with his wife
Roseanne on a farm since
1982. They are located just

north of downtown Ann Arbor.

He wonders why the state
is not doing more to protect
this diversity. "A diverse
agriculture is better for us; it
makes us less vulnerable to
economic stress than states
that only grow 2 crops.”

Another long recession
in crop and pork prices, the
increasing competition of
large-scale hog operations
and the limitations posed by
all the new houses popping
up around them, forced the
Bloomers to explore more in-
novative farming options. They
decided to try roasting and
marketing the soybeans they
had raised as livestock feed for
years. It is a new product Tom
hopes will appeal to the snack-
food market as a healthy, tasty
alternative.

“People ask me, 'Why
don't you just sell your land
and move your farm to lowa?””
Tom says, admitting that his
small hog farm could no longer
compete financially with the
pressure to sell his land for
yet another housing develop-
ment. "l ask them, "Why would
you want me to? Is that what
you want? To live in an area of
nothing but houses?” There's
no reason agriculture shouldn’t
be part of our diverse econom-
ic mix.”




Michigan’s coastlines benefit
our tourism economy and wildlife

With 3,200 miles—the longest coastline of any
state in the contiguous 48 states—Michigan is
literally defined by the Great Lakes shores. And
when we consider public lands such as Nord-
house Dunes and Pictured Rocks National Lake-
shore, and our resort com-
munities like Saugatuck
and Harbor Springs,
we find that Michigan’s
coastline is essential to our
tourism economy.
Michigan’s coastal
areas also provide criti-
cal wildlife habitat and
unique ecological func-
tions. Michigan’s state
wildflower (the dwarf lake
iris) only grows on beach
ridges in northern Lake
Michigan and Lake Hu-
ron. Rare animals, like the
Lake Huron locust and
the piping plover, rely on
the Great Lakes coastlines
for their survival as well.

Yet our Great Lakes
coastal areas
are being damaged

Despite their economic
and ecological signifi-
cance, Michigan’s coastal
areas have been greatly
damaged and still face
many severe, on going
threats. The effects of
historic toxic contamination, hardening the
shoreline with seawalls, and sand dune mining
still linger today.

Since the passage of the 1976 Sand Dune
Protection and Management Act, the number
of sand dune mining sites has nearly doubled.
Critical dunes are still at risk from mining. Places
like the Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore draw
more than $100 million a year in tourism in-

Protect Coastal Areas

Places like the Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore draw
more than $100 million a year
in tourism income, vet dune sand
in Michigan can be mined for
as little as $5 per ton.

come, vet dune sand in Michigan can be mined
for as little as $5 per ton. Unfortunately, budget
cutbacks mean the Michigan Department of
Environmental Quality (MDEQ) cannot provide
adequate oversight of mining operations.

Dune sand is used primarily by the foundry
industry to make automobile parts. Yet many
YEArs ago, Ford Motor Company found it pos-
sible to use other sources.
So they adopted a cor-
porate policy to not use
dune sand. A state inven-
tory has revealed that
extensive inland sand
deposits exist, and make
fine substitutes for dune
sand.

More recently, intense
shoreline development,
expansion of harbors and
marinas, and removal of
vegetation from our Great
Lakes bottomland pres-
ent a new range of threats
that must be addressed.

Michigan needs to
protect its shores

Michigan’s Great Lakes
shorelines are vital to

our quality of life, our
economy, and our cultural
identity.

Our lawmakers need
to preserve this heritage.
Due to MDEQ budget
cuts, Michigan cannot
adequately enforce state
laws designed to protect
our coastlines.

We need to protect our coastal sand dunes,
wetlands, and bottomlands from development
pressures. Michigan should establish better zon-
ing ordinances and coordinated planning by
local governments. Michigan should secure more
public land for future generations.




How you can protect coastal areas:

I Facilitate local inter-governmental coopera-
tion to establish protective shoreline zoning.
Promote the adoption and enforcement of
local zoning ordinances that protect coastal
systems. And provide expertise and technical
assistance to local units of government.

2. Require the complete phase-out of mining in
Michigan’s sand dunes. Under a phase-out,
companies could finish mining at their cur-
rent locations (with improved oversight by the
MDEQ), but would not be able to open any
new mining sites.

3. Expand public ownership to protect Michi-
gan’s shorelines from development pressures.

4. Protect critical fisheries habitat from
degradation.

5. Assess enforcement needs and increase staff-
ing in environmental agencies to provide ad-

Protect Coastal Areas

Who vou can contact to learn more
about protecting coastal areas:
Wil Cwikiel
Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
231-347-1181
wil@watershedcouncil.org
Cheryl Mendoza
Lake Michigan Federation
cmendoza@lakemichigan.org
616-850-0745
Noah Hall
National Wildlife Federation
734-769-3351
hall@nwf.org

equate resources for enforcing current laws.

Proposed boat launch threatens unique Michigan shoreline

Cross Village Township is a
small Lake Michigan shoreline
community located in Emmet
County, Michigan. Its current
township park has a beach,
boat launch, picnic area, and
small grave! parking area. The
park reflects the rural charac-
ter of this community and its
natural environment.

But this dynamic stretch of
shoreline is in danger. Recent
low water levels prompted the
Township to apply for permits
to create a "port” and relocate
the boat launch. They also
want to expand the parking
lot and erect a large sheetpile
bulkhead armored by riprap.

To do so means filling coastal
wetlands and dredging an
extensive swath of public trust
bottomlands.

Ten years ago, the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers
denied a similar request at this
site. Today, this park’s future
Is uncertain, as permit reviews
are underway.

The proposed changes
would dramatically alter the
beach profile and harm en-
dangered species. This coastal
area is home to the federally
endangered piping plovers.
These little shore birds nest
among the beach rocks near
the township park and routine-

ly forage along that stretch of
beach. This area is also home
1o endangered plant species.
Both Pitcher’s thistle and Lake
Huron tansy are only found in
the Great Lakes Basin.

Tip of the Mitt Watershed
Council has been working with
locals to find alternative solu-
tions to the park expansion.
They hope to find a solution
that provides a reliable, flexible
boat launch (to accommodate
high and low water conditions)
yet still protects the area’s
natural shoreline and endan-
gered species.




Sulfide mining threatens the
health of Michigan’'s ground water

Mining in sulfide-based ore bodies is a risky
business.

Sulfide mining combines metallic deposits
with sulfur to form metallic sulfides. If these
sulfide ores or their waste rocks are exposed to
water and air, they form
sulfuric acid. And if not
properly contained and
managed, the resulting
acid drainage pollutes
ground and surface wa-
ters. It could ruin wildlife
habitat, endanger human
health, and hurt Michi-
gan’s outdoor recreation
economy.

Across the country,
there are many examples
of the damage caused by
mining operations, includ-
ing sulfide mines. Luckily,
the industry keeps improv-
ing pollution controls.
And some companies

ining Activities
g Activit
tradition.

Now we need comprehensive rules to ensure
this new mining law will prevent harm. Michi-
gan’s Upper Peninsula already faces proposed
mining activities in sulfide-based ore bodies.
Clear rules will protect our fragile resources and
provide certainty to residents, regulators, and
potential mine developers.

The legislation and
proposed rules to regulate
sulfide mining operations
are being developed by a
broad-based workgroup.
These stakeholders range
from industry, state agen-
cies, and local officials to
residents and environmen-
tal advocates.

With proper oversight,
new mines could be

a boon to our Upper
Peninsula economy
The Upper Peninsula is
on the verge of a new era
in mining. The region’s

work hard to reduce their
environmental impacts.

However, the risk of
severe environmental
harm from any one sulfide
mine is high and uncer-
tain. Even “state-of~the-art”
mining has unpredictable
risks of both technical and operational failure.
Contamination from acid drainage can persist
for many years after mines close. And it has
the potential to reach far beyond the physical
boundaries of a mine.

Michigan’s new mining law helps
protect our water, but more is needed

In 2004, the Michigan legislature passed a new
law addressing sulfide-based ore mining. In
doing so, our lawmakers helped to protect our
state’s water resources and landscapes. They
also helped revive Michigan’s proud mining

Clear rules will protect our
fragile resources and provide
certainty to residents, regulators,
and potential mine developers.

extraordinary reserves of
copper, zinc, nickel, urani-
um and gold are spurring
a dramatic land rush. Mine
developers are securing
mineral rights at a rate not
seen since the great cop-
per rush of a century ago.

Primary targets of mine development are
extensive sulfide ore bodies. They are rich in
target metals that are in high demand on the
global market. For example, Kennecott Minerals
Company has estimated the value of the nickel
deposits at their Eagle Project in northern Mar-
quette County at $2.8 billion.

But our Upper Peninsula is also a state trea-
sure. It is renowned for its dramatic landscapes
and abundant wildlife. An interconnected system
of inland lakes, wetlands, streams and rivers
feeds Lake Superior and Lake Michigan. These
waters also support extensive forests and provide

continued
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homes to many game Sp(,’(‘i(’,S.

How you can regulate
risky mining activities:

tion, closure, and remediation.

Michigan needs to ensure that sulfide min-
ing does not damage these waters. They are too
essential to the tourism, economic, and cultural
vitality of the area. How our state chooses to bal-
ance the protection of our natural heritage with
the economic benefits of new mines is critical.

1. Promulgate rules to provide details of permit
requirements, site selection criteria, environ-
mental impact assessment, bonding provi-
sions, and performance standards for opera-

__ Regulate Risky Mining Activities

Who vou can contact to learn more
about regulating risky mining activities:

Brad Garmon

Michigan Environmental Council
5174879539
bradmec@voyager.net

Anne Woiwode

Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter
517-484-2372
anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org

Donna Stine

Michigan United Conservation Clubs
517-346-6487

dstine@mucc.org

Eric Firstenberg

National Wildlife Federation
734-769-3551

Firstenberg@nwi.org

Y

The Salmon Trout River is
found in Marquette County,
Michigan.

It is the last river on the
south shore of Lake Superior
with a naturally reproducing
population of coaster brook
trout. This is a unique popula-
tion of brook trout that spawn
in tributary streams. These
fish spend most of their lives
foraging along the coasts of
the Great Lakes. Once found
in abundance on the Salmon
Trout River, coaster brooks
have been in decline since
about 1950.

The Central Lake Superior
Watershed Partnership

Michigan’s coaster brook trout habitat at risk from sulfide mining

(CLSWP) decided to help
protect coaster brook trout
habitat in the Salmon Trout
River. With grants from the
Lake Superior Basin Trust, the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
and the EPA’s Great Lakes
National Program Office, the
group completed over 20
restoration projects. CLSWP's
many volunteers and youth
crews improved road stream
crossings, stabilized stream
banks, and trapped sediments
in the river.

Despite successes thus
far, the Salmon Trout River’s
health remains at risk. There
is a nickel and copper mine in

the heart of the watershed. If
the company that owns the
mineral rights in the watershed
decides to conduct sulfide-
based ore mining, water qual-
ity could be damaged.

When sulfide ore is ex-
posed to water and air dur-
ing mining, sulfuric acid is an
unavoidable by-product. If not
properly contained, the sulfuric
acid can leach into nearby
wells, streams and lakes. This
means it can severely poliute
surface water.

Michigan needs clear rules
about sulfide mining to help
protect our coaster brook trout
and other wildlife habitat.




Wetlands benefit people and wildlife

Wetlands are among Michigan’s most valuable
€cosystems.

Wetland plants and soils control erosion and
trap pollutants. This means they help clean our
water. Wetlands also control flood damage. They
act as hydrologic sponges, temporarily storing
and then slowly releasing floodwaters. Doing
so reduces flood peaks,

Preserve Wetlands

Federal Corp of Engineers kept jurisdiction over
the Great Lakes and its connecting channels
and rivers, Michigan’s assumption of the federal
wetland program has reduced “double permit-
ting” for most wetland areas in the state. In other
states, developers must get a federal permit in
addition to the state permits on projects involv-
ing wetlands. For this reason, developers have
been supportive of the
Michigan program.

which protects property
owners from damage.
Michigan’s tourism
economy—and much of
its fishing and hunting op-
depends on

portunities
healthy wetlands. These
wetlands provide vital
habitat for a broad range
of fish and wildlife species.

Yet almost half of
Michigan’s wetlands
have been destroyed

Michigan has lost about
50% of its wetlands since
European settlement,
according to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.
When Europeans first
settled Michigan, wetland
functions were not recog-
nized or valued. So these

settlers dredged, drained,
and filled wetlands. Many
federal, state, and local
programs encouraged this
destruction.

In a 1979 effort to stop this loss, Michigan
became the first state to pass a law that regulates
dredging, draining, filling, and construction in
wetlands. This law complements other laws that
control erosion and regulate activities in the
Great Lakes’ submerged lands, inland lakes and
streams.

Michigan was also the first state (and is still
only 1 of 2 states) authorized to administer the
federal wetland protection program. While the

Michigan’s tourism economy,
and much of its fishing and
hunting opportunities,
depends on healthy wetlands.

I Despite these efforts,
Michigan’s wetlands
continue to be drained,
flled, and developed. This
destruction continues be-
cause the state and federal
wetland programs have
many loopholes and lack

thorough enforcement.

For instance, develop-
ers still drain wetlands
for agricultural purposes.
Then the next year, these
developers attempt to
build houses on the con-
verted wetland.

if we don't fix the
state wetland program,
Michigan will lose it

In 2003, the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency
(EPA) published its initial
review of Michigan’s
state-administered wet-
land program. This review
found many deficiencies
in our program. If these
flaws are not fixed, the EPA may revoke Michi-
gan’s authority to administer the federal wetland
program.

Making the EPA’s required changes will allow
Michigan to keep the program. It will also ensure
that our wetlands continue to provide clean
water, wildlife habitat, and flood control for our
children.




How you can preserve wetlands:

I.

Remove exemptions and close loopholes

in state law that are not authorized by fed-
eral law. Specific exemptions include: drain
maintenance and agricultural drainage, iron
and copper mining tailings basins, and road
maintenance.

Change state statute and the administrative
rules to require mitigation for all wetland
impacts.

Protect isolated wetlands by requiring Michi-
gan’s Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) to complete a comprehensive state-
wide wetland inventory. Legislative changes

will allow MDEQ) to streamline completion of

this inventory.

Expand Governor Granholm’s Executive Di-
rective 2004-4 to protect high-value wetlands
on private lands (in addition to the ones on
state lands).

. Im prove the screcning process to ensure that

threatened and endangered species are given

Preserve Wetlands

tull consideration and protection during
permit review.

Who you can contact to learn more about
preserving wetlands:

Wil Cwikiel

Tip ot the Mitt Watershed Council
231-347-1181, extension 115
wil@watershedcouncil.org

Cyndi Roper

Clean Water Action

616-742-4084
croper@cleanwater.org

Elizabeth Harris

East Michigan Environmental Action Council
248-258-5188

emeac@aol.com

Chris Grubb

Michigan Wetland Action Coalition
231-347-1181, extension 118
chrisgrubb@watershedcouncil.org

Local residents fight to save Willow Grove wetlands

in the Northeast corner of
Troy, Michigan is a wet, low
lying area that is part bog, part
forested wetlands, and part
remnant lake plain prairie. This
area is known as the Willow
Grove wetlands.

in April 1998, the city ap-
proved funding to drain the
wetlands at the request of a
developer. But area residents
knew that the proposed drain-
ing would destroy a connected
blue heron rookery with 26
active nests. So the Troy Wild-
life and Wetlands Coalition
(TW&WC)—an association of
Troy homeowners—contacted
the East Michigan Environmen-
tal Action Council (EMEAC)

wetlands.

for help. EMEAC helped draft
local ordinances so that the

city could protect the Wiliow
Grove Wetlands and its other

At several points, It ap-
peared that the Willow Grove
wetlands would be lost. A
politician defeated the pro-
posed wetlands protection
and natural features setback
ordinances. This local official
claimed the proposed ordi-
nances would allow the city
to confiscate its residents’
property. Moreover, the folks
trying to save the area were
not allowed to participate in
the state permit proceedings.

Thanks to the well-orga-

nized opposition from TW&WC
homeowners, the city council
decided to not drain the area.
Current city council members
are also reconsidering the pro-
posed ordinances. So for now,
the Willow Grove wetlands
remain intact.

To truly protect Michigan's
wetlands, we need an im-
proved state program with
more funding and less loop-
holes for developers. But, the
Willow Grove fight also shows
that Michigan residents can
make a difference by get-
ting involved locally. It is this
combination of local and state
efforts that can best protect
our wetlands—big and small.

/




Our Great Lakes have been badly damaged

Our Great Lakes ecosystem was not impaired
overnight by one big, bad decision in our past.
Rather, the damage was done by small measures
and large, taken here and there. Some of the
damage was done because we did not know
better. Some happened even when we did know
better. But all of it happened—and continues to
happen today—because

estore the Great Lakes

its water resources. Recently, Congress appropri-
ated %8 billion dollars to help restore the Florida
Fverglades. Similar to the Everglades, our Great
Lakes have sulfered from commerce, unplanned
growth and pollution. And like the Everglades,
there is a lot we can do to restore our Great
Lakes heritage.
In December 2004, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency created
the Great Lakes Regional

we did not make the
health of the Great Lakes
our bottom line.

So now, Michigan
faces deterioranng water
quality through industrial
and municipal uses. We
also have dammed rivers,
drained wetlands, pillaged
forests, over-developed
coastlines, paved water-
sheds, and invasive exotic
species. Airborne toxics
and polluted waters im-
pact our lives and health
on a daily basis.

Michigan’s economic
losses alone are stagger-
ing. We have lost commer-
cial fisheries like the lake
trout. We spent billions of
dollars to control exotic species, like sea lamprey,
purple loosestrife, and zebra mussel. We have
lost tourism dollars from closed, contaminated
beaches. And we have already spent billions to
clean up toxic hotspots and will need to spend
billions more on dealing with this pollution.

We need national support
to restore our Great Lakes

In 2008, bills to fund restoration were intro-
duced in Congress. And in 2004, the President
established a cabinetlevel task force to address
Great Lakes restoration. The media around the
pending bills has fostered public interest in heal-
ing the Great Lakes. It has also stressed the need
for complete, action-oriented plans.

Slowly, our country is realizing the value of

Restoration is only meaningful
in the context of stopping
further environmental abuse.

Collaboration. Their plan
is to bring together diverse
partners and create good
policy recommendations
to help heal our Greai
Lakes. Over the next vear,
issue strategy teams will
draft detailed proposals.

Restoration success
will benefit Michigan’'s
economy and health

Already, restoration efforts
are underway in Michigan.
These small, successtul
acts of healing our water,
air, and land are making

a difference. But we need
more help. Michigan can-
not do it alone.

But restoration is only meaningful in the con-
text of stopping further environmental abuse. It
makes no sense to continue discharging pollu-
ton In one place while trying to clean it up in
another. Besides, research has shown that a clean
and healthy environment actually attracts more
businesses and workers. This knowledge has
already caused a shift in the way some companies
do business in Michigan, like Ford Motor Com-
pany at its successful Rouge River plant.

Nestled among these Great Lakes, Michigan
has the most to gain by restoration. Success will

bring us safe drinking water, vibrant wedands

full of game, healthy forests, swim-able beaches,
clean rivers, and edible fish. This restoration
recasts our role—f{rom one of destroyer to one of
healer. Our generation has a chance to leave the

conlinued




Restore the

Lakes better than we found them. We can restore
Michigan’s role as a conservation leader.

How you can restore the Great Lakes:

1. Develop a complete, statewide restoration
plan. Bring together state agencies, business-
es, conservation and environmental groups to
develop restoration priorities and create an
action plan.

2. Secure federal funding for Great Lakes resto-
ration efforts by increasing pressure on our
Congressional delegation and by finding new
ways for the state to support restoration.

3. Restore public land ecosystems by requiring
state and federal agencies to review current
management plans for their holdings. And
through a collaborative process with public
involvement, develop management plans that
restore the ecological integrity of these lands.

4. Identify and remove constraints to restoration
by modifying permitting costs and proce-
dures.

reat Lakes

Who you can contact to learn more
about restoring the Great Lakes:
Wil Cwikiel
Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
231-347-1181
wil@watershedcouncil.org
Rita Jack
Sterra Club, Mackinac Chapter
517-484-2372
rita.jack@sierraclub.org
Cyndi Roper
Clean Water Action
616-742-4084
croper@cleanwater.org
Noah Hall
National Wildlife Federation
734-769-3351
hall@nwf.org
Mike Shriberg
PIRGIM
734-662-6597
mshriberg@pirg.org

Healing the Bear River, Great Lakes restoration in action

The Bear River links 2 of
Northern Michigan’s most
beloved water resources—Wal-
loon Lake and Lake Michigan’s
Little Traverse Bay. It runs
through the heart of Petoskey,
a scenic lakeside town.

Like many “working rivers”
that helped grow Michigan's
economic power over the
last 150 years, the Bear was
used as a cheap dumping
ground for industrial debris
and household trash. Many
erosion sites along the Bear
River and its tributaries further

degrade water quality and fish
habitat. Changes to the water-
shed have also increased the
amount of polluted stormwater
runoff.

Healing the Bear is a com-
munity project started in 2000
by Tip of the Mitt Watershed
Council and the Petoskey-
Harbor Springs Community
Foundation. Their goal was to
restore the Bear River to its full
potential as a recreation re-
source and ecological corridor.

Thanks to the hundreds of
volunteers who were willing

to get wet and dirty, the Bear
River is flowing much cleaner.
Project participants have
repaired the worst erosion
sites and restored native plants
along stream banks. They
have also removed over 75
cubic yards of trash and debris,
including old car bodies, cant-
hooks, wagon wheels, tires,
55b-gallon drums, pop bottles,
and other plastic junk. Every
year, more than 100 people
come out to help clean up the
Bear River.




Learn about other critical issues

—

like the ones described below.

By checking out www.mecprotects.org, you can learn more about achieving toxic-free communities,
making wise investments, and protecting Michigan's heritage. On this website, you can find all the is-
sues in this briefing book and learn more about other critical environmental and conservation issues,

Phase out Unsafe Pesticides

Many of the chemicals used as pesticides can
cause health problems in people and pets.
Michigan needs to better track pesticide use in
our neighborhoods, parks and schools. Law-
makers should phase out pesticides that cause
health problems and promote the use of organic
alternatives.

Prevent Pollution

Michigan companies produce over half a billion
billion pounds of toxic chemicals each year. And
each year, over 50 million pounds are discharged
directly into our air and water. Our lawmakers
need to focus more state resources on eliminat-
ing or limiting the use of toxic chemicals. This
would help Michigan businesses reduce their
costs, and reduce public health threats.

Keep Sewage Out of Michigan’'s Waters

In Michigan, managing sewage 1s a huge chal-
lenge. Lakes, rivers and streams are fouled on a
regular basis from sewage overflows, failed septic
systems, and factory farms. The solution is easy:
treat the waste before it flows into our waters.

Make Clean Cars

Michigan residents drive 100 billion miles a year.
The associated tailpipe emissions contribute to
air pollution and growing public health prob-
lems. Michigan needs to help its automakers

shift production to new, cleaner vehicles. Clean
cars will give us cleaner air, and help our busi-
nesses compete in tomorrow’s global economy.

Provide Environmental Education

Michigan’s natural resources drive much of its
economy. Yet our state does a poor job of pro-
moting sustainable practices. Michigan should
provide environmental education to students,
teachers, businesses, consumers, and govern-
ment. Programs should teach about water
quality, energy conservation, ecosystem balance,
and outdoor recreation. By providing hands-on
experience in a real world context, Michigan can
foster better environmental stewardship.

Limit Billboards

Billboards are stacking up all over the state, dis-
tracting from Michigan’s scenic beauty. Tourists
do not come here to see billboards; they come
to see our real Michigan. To protect Michigan’s
tourism industry, our lawmakers need to set rea-
sonable limits on the growth of billboards.

Prevent Wildlife Disease

Michigan was slow to the address the onset of
tuberculosis in northern Michigan’s deer herds.
Unfortunately, this led to restrictions on cattle
operations in the area. Michigan needs to do bet-
ter if it wants to prevent Chronic Wasting Disease
(CWD) from affecting its deer. Our state needs
to more closely monitor captive deer farming to
insure Michigan’s native deer population—and
its hunting industry—remains healthy.
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“Few will have the greatness to bend history itself;
but each of us can work to change a small portion of events,
and in the total of all those acts will be written the history of this generation.”

— Robert . Kennedy

4 Towns Citizens Action Team

Julie LeBlanc

7071 Locklin St., West Bloomfield, M| 48324
(248) 363-6128

juliejack3@aol.com
www.4townsunionlake.org

American Lung Association of Michigan

Carol Christner

25900 Greenfield Rd., Ste 401, Oak Park, Ml 48237
(248) 784-2022

cchristner@alam.org

www.alam.org

Anglers of the AuSable

Calvin Gates, Jr.

403 Black Bear Dr., Grayling, M1 49738
(989) 348-8462

gator@freeway.net
www.ausableanglers.org

Arab Community Center for Economic
and Social Services (ACCESS])

Kathryn Savoie, Ph.D.

6450 Mapile St., Dearborn, Mi 48126

(313)216-2225

ksavoie@accesscommunity.org

www.accesscommunity.org

Cadillac Area Citizens for Clean Air
Joyce Petrakovitz

150 Arbutus Dr., Cadillac, Ml 49601
(231)779-8150

Citizens for Alternatives to Chemical Contamination
John Witucki

904 E. Florence, Bay City, Ml 48707

(989)892-6174

jwitucki@allvantage.com

Citizens for Water and Clean Sky
Freda St. John

5200 D Road, Bark River, Ml 49807
(906) 789-6107

rstjohn@up.net

www.cfwcs.org

Clean Water Action

Cyndi Roper

959 Wealthy St. SE, Ste. 2, Grand Rapids, Ml 49506
(616) 742-4084

croper@cleanwater.org

www.cleanwateraction.org

Concerned Citizens of Acme Township
Denny Rohn

9267 Shaw Road, Williamsburg, MI 49698
mdwr@aol.com

Detroit Audubon Society

Gisela King

9601 Fish Lake Rd., Holly, Mi 48442
(248) 634-7668

detas@bignet.net

Detroiters Working for Environmental Justice
Donele Wiikins

PO Box 14944, Detroit, Ml 48214
(313)821-1064

dwdwej@msn.com

www.dwej.org

Dwight Lydell Chapter of the

lzaak Walton League of America
John Trimberger
6260 Blythefield NE, Rockford, M1 49341
(616) 866-8475
jtrimber@earthlink.net
www.michiganikes.org

L



_ Find an environmental group near you

East Michigan Envirenmental Action Council
Elizabeth Harris
21220 W Fourteen Mile Rd.
Bloomfield Hills, Ml 48301
(248) 258-5188
emeac@aol.com
WwWw.emeac.org

Ecology Center

Mike Garfield

117 N. Division, Ann Arbor, Ml 48104
(734) 663-2400
michealg@ecocenter.org
www.ecocenter.org

Environmentally Concerned Citizens
of South Central Michigan
Richard A. Chudey
13854 Emens Dr., Hudson, M1 49247- 9249
(617)383-2519
bevrca@frontiernet.net
WWW.eccscm.org

Friends of the Cedar River Watershed
Larry Rochon

872 Bron-Del, Petoskey, M1 49770
(231) 347-1579

rochon@freeway.net

Friends of the Crystal River
Barbara Weber

P.0.Box 123, Glen Arbor, M1 49636
(231) 386-9285
bgweber@attglobal.net
www.friendsofthecrystalriver.org

Friends of the Detroit River

Jane Mackey

3020 Oakwood, Melvindale, M1 48122
(313) 388-8892
jtm48173@yahoo.com
www.detroitriver.org

Friends of the Jordan River Watershed
John Richter

P.O.Box 412, East Jordan, M1 49727
(231)b536-9947

foj@freeway.net
www.torchlake.com/foj

Friends of the Rouge

Carolyne McCaughey

University of Michigan—Dearborn
4901 Evergreen Road, 220 ASC
Dearborn, M1 48128

ed@therouge.org

www.therouge.org

Grand Traverse Band of
Ottawa and Chippewa Indians
Andrew Knott
2605 N. West Bayshore Drive
Peshawbestown, Mi 49682
(231)271-7368
aknott@gtbindians.com

Great Lakes Bioregional Land Conservancy
Leo W. Dorr

1062 Morris Rd., Lapeer, M 48446-9439
(810) 664-5647

ldorr@usol.com

glblc.lapeer.org

Hamtramck Environmental Action Team
Rob Cedar

1999 Trowbridge, Hamtramck, M1 48212
(313)871-9002

RobC313@aol.com

Huron River Watershed Council

Laura Rubin

1100 N. Main St., Ste. 201, Ann Arbor, M 48104
(734)769-5123

Irubin@hrwec.org

www.hrwc.org

Kalamazoo Environmental Council

Don Brown

1624 Grand Ave., Kalamazoo, Mi 49006
(616) 344-3738

mbrown@kalnet.net

Lake Michigan Federation

Cheryl Mendoza

700 Washington Avenue, Ste. 150
Grand Haven, M1 49417

(616) 850-0745

cmendoza@lakemichigan.org

www.lakemichigan.org
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find an environmental group near you

“Through all these new, imaginative, and creative approaches
to the problem of sharing our earth with other creatures there runs a
constant theme, the awareness that we are dealing with life.”

— Rachel Carson

League of Women Voters of Michigan

Pat Donath

200 Museum Dr, Ste. 104, Lansing, Ml 48333
(617)4845383

lwvmi@voyager.net

www.lwvmi.org

Liaison for Inter-Neighborhood Cooperation
Eleanor Luecke

1893 Birchwood Dr., Okemos, M| 48864
(617) 349-4306

luecke 1893@aol.com

Livingston Land Conservancy

Sara Thomas

P.0O. Box 236, Brighton, Ml 48116
(810) 229-3290

earthO07@aol.com
www.livingstonlandconservancy.org

LocalMiotion

Robin Heller

16824 Kercheval Avenue, Suite B100
Grosse Pointe, Ml 48230

(313)881-2263

rheller@local-motion.org

www.local-motion.org

Lone Tree Council

Terry Miller

4649 David Ct., Bay City, Ml 48706
(989) 686-6386

terbar@charter.net

Michigan Audubon Society

Peggy Ridgway

Michigan Audubon Society

6011 W. St. Joseph Hwy, Ste. 403
Lansing, M1 48917

(617) 886-9144

mas@michiganaudubon.org

www.michiganaudubon.org

Michigan Chapter of the North American

Lake Management Society
Pam Tyning
1811 Four Mile Rd. NE, Grand Rapids, Ml 49525
(616)361-2664 ext. 477
tyningp@progressiveae.com

Michigan Citizens Against Toxic Substances
Julie Griess

4847 Meritt Rd., Ypsilanti, M1 42197

(734) 434-1569

igriess@provide.net
www._provide.net/ " jgriess/mcats.html

Michigan Citizens for Water Conservation
Terry Swier

14134 Percy Dr., Mecosta, M1 49332
(231)972-8856

tswier@centurytel.net
www.savemiwater.org

Michigan Coalition on the Environment
and Jewish Life (MICOEJL}

Sara Bernstein

6735 Telegraph Rd. Ste 100
Bloomfield Hills, Ml 48301

(248) 642-6393

bernstein@jfmd.org

Michigan Environmental Council

James Clift

119 Pere Marquette Dr., Ste 2A, Lansing, M1 48912
(517)487-9539

jamesmec@voyager.net

www.mecprotects.org

Michigan Interfaith Power and Light

Fr. Charles Morris

P.0O. Box 4606, East Lansing, Ml 48826
(734)552-0104

miipandi@yahoo.com
www.sbam.org/resource/energystar/Mipl




_ Find an environmental group near you

Michigan Land Trustees, Inc.

Ken Dahlberg

2427 Kensington Dr., Kalamazoo, Ml 43008
www.michiganlandtrust.org

Michigan Land Use Institute
Hans Voss

P.0O. Box 500, Beulah, M1 48617
(231)882-4723

hans@mlui.org

www.mlui.org

Michigan League of Conservation Voters

Lisa Wozniak

213 W. Liberty St., Suite 300, Ann Arbor, Ml 48104
(734) 222-9650

lisa@michiganicv.org

www.michiganlcv.org

Michigan Mountain Biking Association

Todd Scott

5119 Highland Road, PMB 268, Waterford, M| 48327
(248) 288-37563

president@mmba.org

www.mmba.org

Michigan Natural Areas Council
Christopher Graham

925 Aberdeen Dr., Ann Arbor, M1 48104
(734) 975-7800

grahamz@umich.edu
www.cyberspace.org/” mnac

Michigan Nature Association

Jeremy Emmi

326 E. Grand River Ave., Williamston, M| 48895
(517) 655-5655
jeremyemmi@michigannature.org
www.michigannature.org

Michigan Organic Food and Farm Alliance

Pat Whetham

P.O. Box 36880, Groose Pointe Farms, M| 48236
(810)659-8414

info@moffa.org

www.moffa.org

Michigan Recyceling Coalition

Donnelly K. Eurich

3225 W. St. Joseph, Lansing MI 48917
(617)327-9207

donne@eurich.com
www.michiganrecycles.org

Michigan Resource Stewards

Don Inman

P.0.Box 154, Millershurg, M1 49759
(989) 733-8217
ecologic@freeway.net

Mid-Michigan Environmental Action Council
Gene Townsend

P.O. Box 17164, Lansing, M 48301
(617)485-9001

EFGT@aol.com

Milan Area Concerned Citizens
Jim Hokenson

PO Box 22, Milan, MI 48160
(734) 439-8414
railyard@dundee.net
www.stopgmrailyard.com

Mott Community College Environmental Club
Suzanne Lossing

1401 E. Court St., Flint, Ml 48502

(810) 762-0520

vslossing@mcc.edu

National Environmental Trust/Mli
Vicki Levingood

(517) 333-5786
levengood@tds.net
www.environet.org

Northern Michigan Environmental Action Council
Ken Smith

539 E. Eighth Street, Traverse City, Ml 49685
(231) 946-6931

ken@greatprograms.org

WWwW.Nnmeac.org

Oakland Land Conservancy

Donna Folland

PO Box 80902, Rochester, Ml 48308
(248)601-2816
folland@wwnet.com
www.oaklandlandconservancy.org

Public Interest Research Group in Michigan
(PIRGIM)

Brian Imus

103 E. Liberty, Suite 202, Ann Arbor, M1 48104

(734) 662-6597

brian@pirgim.org

WWW.pirg.org/pirgim




/_
Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, Michigan Chapter
Nancy Krupiarz

416 S. Cedar St., Ste. C, Lansing, M1 48912
(517)485-6022

nancy@railtrails.org

www railstrails.org/MI|

REP America, Michigan Chapter

Rob Sission

606 Cherry St., Sturgis, Ml 43091
(269) 651-9397

robsisson@yahoo.com
www.repamerica.org/mi/mi_index.htmi

Romulus Environmentalists Care About People
R.P. Lilly

17220 Hannan, New Boston, Ml 48164

(734) 753-4320

rplillyent@provide.net

Scenic Michigan

Rick Barber

445 E. Mitchell, Petoskey, M1 49770
(231) 347-1171
rick@scenicmichigan.org
www.scenicmichigan.org

Sierra Club, Mackinac Chapter

Anne Woiwode

109 E. Grand River, Lansing, M1 48906
(517)484-2372
anne.woiwode@sierraclub.org
michigan.sierraclub.org

Scutheast Michigan Land Conservancy
Jack Smiley

6410 St. Mary's, Detroit, M1 48228
(313) 582-8377

smileysmlic@aol.com

www . landconservancy.com

Southwest Detroit Environmental Vision
Lisa Goldstein

P.0O. Box 9400, Detroit, Ml 48209

(313) 842-1961

lisa_swdev@flash.net
www.comnet.org/sdev

Student Environmental Alliance
Central Michigan University
P.O. Box 62, UC, Mt. Pleasant, Ml 48858

______ Find an environmental group near you

Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
Wil Cwikiel

426 Bay St., Petoskey, M1 43770
(231)347-1181, ext 115
wil@watershedcouncil.org
www.watershedcouncil.org

Transportation Riders United

Karen Kendrick-Hands

1150 Griswold, Suite 2800, Detroit, Michigan 48226
(313)963-8872

Trumember@ameritech.net

www.detroittransit.com

Upper Peninsula Environmental Coalition
Chris Fries

P.O. Box 673, Houghton, M1 49931

(906) 483-4729

jsaari@nmu.edu

www.upenvironment.org

Urban Options

Aileen Gow

405 Grove St., East Lansing, M1 48823
(617) 337-0422
aileen@urbanoptions.org
www.urbanoptions.org

Voices for Earth Justice

Patricia Gillis

26672 Elm Street, Roseville, Ml 48066
(313)822-4296
voices4earth@juno.com

Washtenaw Land Trust

William Hanson

1100 North Main Street #203, Ann Arbor, Ml 48104
(734) 302-5263

info@washtenawlandtrust.org
www.washtenawlandtrust.org

West Michigan Environmental Action Council
Tom Leonard
1514 Wealthy St. SE, Ste. 280
Grand Rapids, M1 49506
(616)451-3051
tleonard@wmeac.org
www.wmeac.org




